assay. Ann NY Acad Sci 1984; 442:544-50 was not statistically significant for apoA-i but accounted for 20% of the total variability for apoB. The within-laboratory CV was found to be <5% for both proteins.
Here we describe results from the 1986 survey and relate important changes that were found.
Materials and Methods
The preparation of the lyophilized apolipoprotein pool is described in detail elsewhere (1). The findings for apoB showed a decrease of 30% to 37% when the methods component was ignored.
When the component for methods was included, the 
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-20 Q20 Table 2 shows mean concentrations for each of the five analytical methods for the two studies. For each of the two studies, the analytical method means are expressed as percentage differences from the study's overall consensus mean. These differences for apoA-1 are small (<4%, except for enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, used by only a few laboratories), with a mean absolute value of about 2.5%. Some apoA-1 differences differ in sign when both surveys are considered.
The differences for apoB range from 1.6% to 14.5%, with a mean absolute value of about 10%. All apoB differences agree in sign for the two studies. 
